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THE  reasons  which  have  induced  me  to  abstain 
from  signing  any  of  the  Addresses  to  the  Queen  on 
the  subject  of  the  recent  so-called  Papal  Aggression, 
are  briefly,  but  I  hope  clearly,  stated  in  the  follow- 
ing pages. 

These  Addresses  appear  to  me  to  bind,  in  a 
greater  or  less  degree,  those  who  may  sign  them 
to  the  support  of  any  measures  that  may  be  pro- 
posed to  Parliament  for  the  purpose  of  repelling 
the  supposed  Aggression.  I  am  unwilling  to  be  so 
bound.  I  do  not  know  what  measures  will  be  pro- 
posed to  Parliament  for  this  purpose,  and  I  am, 
therefore,  unable  to  say  what  course  I  shall  think 
it  my  duty  to  take  in  respect  to  them. 

This  consideration  might,  however,  be  insuffi- 
cient to  prevent  me  from  uniting  my  voice  on  this 
occasion  to  the  voices  of  so  many  of  my  Protestant 
fellow-subjects,  if  I  were  convinced  that  in  creating 
Roman  Catholic  Archbishoprics  and  Bishoprics  in 
this  country,  the  Pope  had  invaded  the  Supremacy 
of  the  Que'en,  had  attacked  the  rights  of  the  Church, 
or  had  violated  the  religious  liberty  of  the  people. 

I  cannot  persuade  myself  that  he  has  done  any  one 
of  these  things. 

The  English  Roman  Catholics  have  never  acknow- 
ledged the  Spiritual  Supremacy  of  the  Sovereign, 
they  have  always  acknowledged  the  Spiritual  Supre- 
macy of  the  Pope,  and  as  far  as  they  are  con- 
cerned, the  Pope  has  never  ceased  to  exercise 
Spiritual  Supremacy  in  this  kingdom. 


More  than  a  century  and  a-half  ago,  the  then 
Pope  divided  England  into  Ecclesiastical  districts, 
appointing  a  Vicar-Apostolic  to  exercise  Episcopal 
functions  in  each.  His  successors  have  since,  at 
different  times,  increased  the  numbers  both  of  the 
districts  and  of  the  Vicars-Apostolic. 

The  present  Pope  has  now,  at  the  instance  of 
the  Roman  Catholics  in  England,  appointed  Arch- 
bishops and  Bishops  instead  of  Vicars-Apostolic,  to 
govern  under  him  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  in 
this  country,  and  has  divided  England  into  dioceses 
instead  of  into  districts. 

What  the  difference  is,  between  the  authority  of 
a  Bishop  and  the  authority  of  a  Vicar- Apostolic  I 
do  not  know,  but  I  think  it  can  matter  little  to  us 
Protestants  whether  a  Roman  Catholic  Prelate  be 
called  a  Vicar- Apostolic  or  a  Bishop  ;  as  little 
whether  his  sphere  of  action  be  called  a  district  or 
a  diocese.  A  Vicar- Apostolic  is  revocable  at  plea- 
sure by  the  Pope,  and  a  Bishop  is  not.  The  autho- 
rity of  the  Pope  over  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
in  this  country  is  therefore  less  direct  and  immediate 
than  it  was. 

In  a  speech  made  by  Sir  John  Coxe  Hippisley 
in  the  House  of  Commons  on  the  23rd  of  April, 
1812,  in  support  of  Mr.  G  rattan's  motion  for  a 
committee  on  the  Roman  Catholic  claims,  there  is 
a  remarkable  passage  bearing  on  this  point. 

Sir  John  Hippisley  had  been  the  accredited  organ 
in  Parliament  of  the  whole  Catholic  nobility  of 
England,  and  of  many  other  most  respectable  per- 
sons professing  the  Roman  Catholic  religion. 
Before  the  Union  he  had  been  in  correspondence 
with  Lord  Castlereagh,  with  many  of  the  King's 


Ministers,  and  with  some  of  the  most  considerable 
Prelates  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church  both  at 
home  and  abroad,  on  the  subject  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  arrangements  for  Ireland. 

He  possessed  the  confidence  of  the  Pontifical 
Ministers,  and  had  undertaken  many  public  nego- 
ciations  of  importance  with  them  under  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  King's  government. 

Sir  John  Hippisley's  authority  on  this  point  can- 
not therefore  be  questioned. 

The  following  is  the  passage  to  which  I  refer:  — 

"  It  appeared  desirable  also  that  the  precarious 
"  tenure  of  the  Apostolic- Vicars  resident  in  England 
"  should  give  place  to  a  class  of  Prelates  independent 
"  of  Foreign    control.     The  Apostolic- Vicars  were 
"  appointed  merely  adsedis  Apostolicce  bene  placiturn, 
"  while  Bishops  Ordinaries  could  be  removed  only 
"  for  canonical   offences   canonically   proved.      As 
v4  I  have  heretofore  entered  fully  into  the   reasons 
u  for   supporting    such   a   change    in    the    internal 
"  discipline   of  the    Ecclesiastical  Government   of 
'*  the  Roman  Catholics  of  this  part  of  the  United 
"  Kingdom,  I  will  now  content  myself  by  observing 
'<  that  the  reform  appeared  equally  agreeable  to  the 
k4  Catholic  Clergy  and  Laity,  and  in  a  State  view, 
44  was  highly  beneficial  in   its  principle;  and  that 
"  I    obtained    from   the    late   Pope  (Pius   VI.)   as 
44  well  as  from  his  principal   Ministers,  a  declara- 
<(  tion  that  such  a  reform  should  be  granted  when- 
44  ever  it  should  be  desired  by   our    Government, 
44  but  it  was  observed  by  them  that  if  such  altera- 
44  tion  appeared  merely  as  the  spontaneous  act  of 
44  Rome  it  would  be  exposed  to  misrepresentation. 
44  Such  was  the  according  disposition  of  Rome 


"  at  that  period,  and  for  many  other  proofs  of  it 
"  I  have  only  to  refer  to  facts  which  have  been 
"  often  stated  in  this  House, 

"  It  is  the  principle  of  these  minor  arrangements 
"  that  should  be  kept  steadily  in  view  in  legislating 
"  on  the  more  important  question  now  before  the 
"  House,  and  in  which  the  Catholic  and  Protestant 
"  have  a  common  and  a  deep  interest. 

"  Without  justice  to  the  Catholic,  as  an  eminent 
"  Prelate  of  the  Established  Church  (the  late 
*'  Bishop  Law,)  asserted,  '  there  could  be  no  security 
"  for  the  Protestant  Establishment/  nor  is  it  less 
"  an  act  of  justice  to  the  Catholic  to  secure  his 
"  Church  from  foreign  encroachment  than  to  con- 
4C  cede  those  civil  privileges  for  which  he  petitions 
"  the  Legislature,  with  security  to  the  Established 
«  Church." 

It  appears  from  this  and  from  other  passages  in 
this  speech,  that  the  substitution  of  Bishops  for 
Apostolic-Vicars  in  England  was  at  that  time 
looked  on  not  only  by  the  English  Roman  Catholics, 
Laity  as  well  as  Clergy,  but  by  the  English  Govern- 
ment as  a  concession  which  it  was  desirable  to 
obtain  from  the  Pope,  and  as  a  measure  calculated 
to  lessen  the  dependence  cf  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  in  England  on  the  Pope. 

I  think  that  Pius  the  Sixth*  acted  judiciously  in 
postponing  the  adoption  of  this  measure  until  it 
should  be  expressly  desired  by  the  English  Govern- 
ment. I  wish  that  Pius  the  Ninth  had  followed  his 
example  in  this  respect.  But  I  think,  and  in  this 

*  Pius  the  Sixth  had  rendered  important  services  to  England, 
by  furnishing  the  English  Fleet  with  supplies,  of  which  it  stood 
greatly  in  need. 


opinion  I  am  fortified  by  what  Sir  John  Hippisley 
says,  that  it  is  of  the  tone  and  language  in  which 
the  creation  of  Bishops  in  England  was  proclaimed 
by  the  Pope,  and  not  of  the  act  itself  that  we  have 
reason  to  complain. 

In  every  Church  territorial  divisions  are  neces- 
sary: in  an  Episcopal  Church  as  in  that  of  Rome, 
the  proper  territorial  divisions  are  dioceses. 

The  Queen,  as  head  of  the  Church  of  Scotland, 
is  bound  to  protect  it  from  aggression,  but  her  Ma- 
jesty has  not  been  petitioned  by  the  Clergy  or  the 
Laity  of  that  Church  to  prohibit  the  assumption  of 
territorial  titles  by  the  Bishops  of  the  Protestant 
Episcopal  Church  in  Scotland. 

We  give  nothing  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
in  England  beyond  the  toleration  which  we  extend 
to  every  religious  body.  Why  should  we  interfere 
in  the  internal  organization  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  more  than  we  interfere  in  that  of  a  sect  of 
Protestant  Dissenters  ? 

But  it  is  said  that  in  creating  these  Bishoprics, 
the  Pope  has  violated  the  spirit,  if  not  the  letter 
of  the  Act  of  1829.  I  cannot  think  that  he 
has.  The  Act  of  1829  rendered  the  assumption 
by  a  Roman  Catholic  of  the  title  of  any  Arch- 
bishopric, Bishopric  or  Deanery,  held  by  an  Arch- 
bishop, Bishop,  or  Dean  of  the  Established 
Church,  an  offence  punishable  by  law.  If  Par- 
liament had  intended  to  prevent  the  creation 
of  any  Roman  Catholic  Bishopric  in  this  country, 
it  would  surely,  at  the  same  time,  have  rendered 
the  assumption  by  a  Roman  Catholic  of  the  title  of 
Archbishop  or  Bishop  of  any  place  in  England, 
also  an  offence  punishable  by  law.  The  attention 
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of  Parliament  was  evidently  directed  to  the  subject, 
and  the  fact  that  it  prohibited  the  Roman  Catholics 
from  assuming  particular  titles,  seems  to  me  to 
show  that  it  contemplated  the  possibility  of  their 
assuming  others. 

I  remember  a  case  in  which  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, after  a  debate  and  a  division,  received  a 
petition  from  a  Roman  Catholic  Prelate,  styling 
himself  Archbishop  of  Tuam.  The  argument 
of  those  who  supported  the  motion  for  receiving 
the  petition  was,  that  as  there  was  no  longer  an 
Archbishop  of  Tuam  of  the  Established  Church, 
(there  was  still  a  Bishop,)  the  law  did  not  pro- 
hibit the  assumption  of  that  title  by  a  Roman 
Catholic. 

In  Ireland  the  Roman  Catholic  Bishops  have 
always  been  appointed  by  the  Pope  with  territorial 
titles  :  that  is  to  say,  with  the  titles  of  Sees.  It  is 
true  that  many  of  them  cannot  legacy  assume  their 
titles,  but  some  may  and  do,  and  all  are  known 
by  them  in  the  country.  These  Bishops  have,  not- 
withstanding, been  received  as  a  body  by  the  only 
two  Sovereigns  who  have  visited  Ireland,  (George 
IV.  and  her  present  Majesty,)  and  their  existence 
as  Roman  Catholic  Bishops  has  been  recognised  by 
Parliament  in  various  statutes. 

It  has  been  argued  that  the  circumstances  of 
Ireland  are  widely  different  from  those  of  England, 
that  Ireland  must,  in  fact,  be  treated  as  a  Roman 
Catholic  country,  and  that  proceedings  may  be 
tolerated  in  Ireland  which  must  not  be  tolerated  in 
England. 

Those  who  disapprove  of  the  liberal  spirit  in 
which  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  have  been 


dealt  with  of  late  years  by  Government  and  by 
Parliament,  will  think  that  this  argument  needs  no 
reply. 

Those  who  desire  to  sever  the  connection  between 
the  Established  Church  in  Ireland  and  the  State, 
will  pay  little  attention  to  what  I  have  to  say  on 
this  point,  but  those  who  desire  to  extend  to  their 
Roman  Catholic  fellow-subjects  in  Ireland  all  the 
advantages  that  are  consistent  with  the  maintenance 
of  the  Established  Church,  and  none  that  are  incon- 
sistent with  it,  will  find  the  considerations  which  I 
am  about  to  urge  not  undeserving  of  their  attention. 

The  Protestant  Episcopal  Church  was,  by  the 
Act  of  Union,  established  for  ever  as  the  United 
Church  of  England  and  Ireland. 

The  Supremacy  of  the  Queen,  that  is,  Her 
authority  as  Head  of  the  United  Church,  is  as 
much  part  and  parcel  of  the  Constitution  of  the 
Church  in  Ireland  as  it  is  in  England.  Anything 
which  if  done  in  England  would  constitute  an 
aggression  on  the  Supremacy  of  the  Queen,  must 
equally  constitute  an  aggression  on  it  if  done  in 
Ireland. 

The  Bishopric  of  Galway,  created  not  long  ago 
by  the  Pope,  was  to  all  intents  and  purposes  as  much 
within  the  diocese  of  a  Bishop  of  the  Established 
Church  as  the  Archbishopric  of  Westminster. 

No  complaint  of  its  creation  was,  however,  made 
as  being  an  aggression  on  the  Supremacy  of  the 
Queen  or  on  the  rights  of  the  Church. 

The  law  does  not  acknowledge  the  right  of  the 
Pope  to  create  Bishoprics,  or  to  appoint  Bishops 
with  territorial  titles  in  Ireland  any  more  than  it 
does  in  England. 
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Parliament  in  proceeding  to  legislate  on  the 
subject  will,  therefore,  find  itself  in  this  dilemma: 
either  it  must  prohibit  in  England  that  which  it 
permits  in  Ireland,  or  it  must  prohibit  in  Ireland 
that  which  has  been  immeraorially  done  in  that 
country  without  let  or  hindrance. 

By  taking  the  former  course  Parliament  will 
destroy  the  unity  of  the  Church,  and  thereby  wea- 
ken its  position  in  Ireland  :  by  taking  the  latter,  it 
will  cause  great  and  general  discontent  among  the 
Roman  Catholics  in  Ireland,  will  increase  the 
difficulty  of  governing  that  country,  and  will 
encumber  the  statute  book  with  a  law  destined, 
like  so  many  others,  to  become  a  dead  letter. 

It  has  been  suggested  that  the  issuing  of  any 
Papal  Bull  in  this  kingdom,  without  the  sanction  of 
the  Queen,  should  be  made  a  punishable  offence  ; 
but  in  this  case  the  Queen  must  take  part,  as  it  were, 
in  the  internal  government  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church,  and  become  responsible  for  the  consequences 
of  every  Bull  of  which  she  authorises  the  promul- 
gation. 

I  wish  the  question  to  be  argued  with  perfect 
fairness.  I  will,  therefore,  takfc  this  opportunity 
of  correcting  a  misapprehension  which  prevails, 
as  to  the  extent  to  which  the  Government  in  1844 
recognized  the  titles  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Prelates  in  Ireland. 

The  Irish  Roman  Catholics  had  long  complained 
that  donations  and  bequests  applicable  to  Roman 
Catholic  purposes  were  administered  by  a  Board 
exclusively  composed  of  Protestants.  The  Govern- 
ment felt  that  this  was  a  grievance,  and  determined 
to  redress  it.  A  bill  to  remodel  this  Board  was 
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therefore  brought  into  Parliament  in  1844,  and 
passed  into  a  law  the  same  session.  By  this  Act  it 
was  provided  that  a  Commission  should  be  formed 
for  the  administration  of  Charitable  Bequests  in 
Ireland  :  that  it  should  consist  of  thirteen  members, 
three  to  be  ex-officio,  viz.,  the  Master  of  the  Rolls, 
the  Chief  Baron  of  the  Exchequer,  and  the  Judge  of 
the  Prerogative  Court,  and  of  ten  other  members,  to 
be  nominated  by  the  Queen  in  Council,  five  of  whom 
should  be  persons  professing  the  Roman  Catholic 
religion.  It  was  further  provided  that  the  Master 
of  the  Rolls  should  be  chairman  of  this  Commission, 
that  in  his  absence  the  chair  should  be  taken  by 
one  of  the  other  judicial  members,  and  that  in  the 
absence  of  all  three,  the  senior  Commissioner  pre- 
sent should  preside.  The  three  ex-officio  members 
were  Protestants.  To  have  appointed  the  other 
Commissioners  in  the  order  prescribed  by  the  table 
of  precedence  would  have  been  to  place  four  out 
of  the  five  Protestant  Commissioners  above  the  five 
Roman  Catholic  Commissioners,  and  virtually  to 
provide  that  no  Roman  Catholic  Commissioner 
should  preside  at  the  Board. 

The  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland,  who  are  at 
least  as  much  interested  as  the  Protestants  in  the 
matters  to  be  adjudicated  upon  by  the  Commission- 
ers, would  have  had  just  cause  to  consider  this  as 
an  unfair  arrangement.  The  Government,  there- 
fore, resolved  to  place  the  Roman  Catholic  and  the 
Protestant  Commissioners  as  nearly  as  might  be  on  a 
footing  of  equality.  The  Commission  was  accord- 
ingly named  in  the  following  order  :—  The  Primate, 
the  Archbishop  of  Dublin,  Archbishop  C  roily,  Arch- 
bishop Murray  >  the  Earl  of  Donoughmore,  the  Dean 


of  St.  Patrick's,  Sir  Patrick  Bellew,  Mr.  Blake, 
and  Dr.  Henry.  It  will  be  seen  by  the  sub- 
joined extract*  of  the  warrant  of  appointment  that 
the  only  title  given  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Prelates 
is  that  of  Archbishop  or  Bishop  prefixed  to  the 
name  of  each  ;  a  title  to  which  their  right  cannot 
be  disputed.  As  I  have  already  observed,  they 
have  been  received  as  Bishops  by  George  IV.  and 
by  her  present  Majesty,  and  the  existence  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Bishops  in  Ireland  has  been  re- 
cognised by  Parliament  in  various  statutes.  More- 
over the  validity  of  ordination  by  Roman  Catholic 
Bishops  is  acknowledged  by  our  Church.  No 
territorial  title  was  accorded  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
Prelates  by  the  Government  in  1844,  and  their 
precedence  as  members  of  the  Commission  was 
granted  for  a  particular  purpose  and  under  peculiar 
circumstances. 

I  have  stated  this  case  at  some  length,  because 
Mr.  Bowyer  in  his  pamphlet  has  relied  upon  it  as 
a  precedent. | 

I  have  reason  to  believe,  that  in  the  instrument 
appointing  the  visitors  of  the  Queen's  Colleges,  the 
present  Government  has  given  the  same  title,  and 

*  See  page  1 6,  Appendix. 

t  The  Appendix  to  the  Report  made  annually  to  the  Queen  by 
the  Commissioners  of  Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests  in  Ire- 
land, -and  laid  on  the  table  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
contains  a  Return  of  the  meetings  of  the  Commissioners  which 
have  been  held  in  the  course  of  the  past  year.  In  the  Returns 
for  the  years  1846,  1847,  and  1848,  the  Roman  Catholic  Arch- 
bishops are  styled  "  His  Grace  the  Lord  Archbishop  William 
Crolly,"  and  "  His  Grace  the  Lord  Archbishop  Daniel  Murray." 
The  Roman  Catholic  Bishop  is  styled  "  The  Right  Reverend 
Lord  Bishop  Cornelius  Denvir."  It  is  to  be  presumed  that  the 
secretaries  by  whom  the  Report  is  signed,  did  not  so  designate 
them  without  the  knowledge  and  sanction  of  the  Judicial  Com- 
missioners, and  of  the  Commissioners  who  are  Prelates  of  the 
Established  Church. 
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the  same  title  only,  to  the  Roman  Catholic  Prelates, 
and  that  Archbishop  Cullen  and  Archbishop  Mur- 
ray are  not  styled  therein  the  Roman  Catholic 
Archbishop  of  Armagh  and  the  Roman  Catholic 
Archbishop  of  Dublin,  as  Mr.  Bowyer  supposes. 

I  am,  however,  very  far  from  questioning  the 
propriety  of  giving,  as  a  matter  of  courtesy,  to  the 
Irish  Roman  Catholic  Prelates  rank  in  society, 
corresponding  in  some  degree  with  their  station  in 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church. 

I  will  now  proceed  to  inquire  whether  the  Pope 
has  attacked  the  rights  of  the  Church. 

He  claims  on  behalf  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  no  legal  recognition  of  the  Sees  that  he  has 
created,  or  of  the  titles  which  he  has  conferred. 

The  law  will  ignore  the  existence  of  a  Roman 
Catholic  Archbishop  of  Westminster,  and  a  Roman 
Catholic  Bishop  of  Plymouth,  as  it  has  hitherto 
ignored  the  existence  of  a  Vicar  Apostolic  of  the 
London  or  of  the  Western  District. 

The  Established  Church  will  retain  the  honours, 
the  dignities,  the  revenues,  the  power  which  by  law 
belong  to  it.  There  has  been  no  attempt  to  inter- 
fere with  anything  which  the  Church  possesses. 
The  creation  of  a  regular  hierarchy  may  indeed 
increase  the  efficiency  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church  in  England,  but  can  we  justly  blame  the 
Head  of  that  Church  for  thus  seeking  to  extend  its 
influence,  and  to  propagate  a  faith  which  it  believes 
to  be  the  only  true  one  ?  Should  we  not,  instead  of 
combating  the  Pope  with  the  arm  of  the  law,  rather 
strive  to  frustrate  his  purpose  by  spreading  with 
greater  diligence  through  the  land  a  knowledge  of 
the  pure  Scriptural  doctrines  of  our  own  Church  ? 
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We  ought  to  feel  too  much  confidence  in  the  good- 
ness of  our  cause,  to  fear  the  result  of  such  a  con- 
test. Magna  est  veritas  ct  prcevalelnt.  To  say  that 
the  Church  is  in  danger  is  to  libel  the  Church. 

Is  the  creation  of  Roman  Catholic  Bishops  in 
England  incompatible  with  the  religious  liberty  of 
the  people  ?  Surely  not. 

The  Pope  has  not  given — he  has  not  pretended 
to  give  — any  spiritual  jurisdiction  in  this  country, 
save  that  which  rests  on  the  voluntary  submission 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  to  those  whom  he  has  set 
over  them. 

The  right  of  every  man  in  this  country,  be  he 
Churchman  or  be  he  Dissenter,  to  worship  God 
according  to  his  conscience  will  remain  unimpaired. 

The  Pope  has  recently  created  an  Archbishop  of 
New  York.  I  have  not  heard  that  the  Government 
or  Legislature  of  that  State  has  resented  this  as  an 
act  of  sovereignty  done  by  a  foreign  potentate 
within  their  territory. 

It  has  been  said  that  the  Pope  has  exercised  a 
power  in  England  which  he  could  not  have  exer- 
cised in  any  Roman  Catholic  country.  This  may 
be  true,  but  it  must  be  remembered  that  in  all  Ro- 
man Catholic  countries  the  respective  rights  of  the 
Sovereign  and  of  the  Pope  in  respect  to  ecclesiasti- 
cal appointments,  are  defined  and  regulated  by  means 
of  a  concordat,  or  special  treaty.  We  have  not 
thought  proper  to  come  to  such  an  understanding 
with  the  Pope,  or  even  to  establish  diplomatic  rela- 
tions with  him.  I  must  here  express  my  belief, 
that  if  there  had  been  an  English  Minister  resident 
at  Rome  when  the  creation  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Hierarchy  in  England  was  contemplated  by  the 
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Pope,  the  execution  of  that  project  might  have  been 
prevented,  or  at  least  that  its  execution  might  have 
been  rendered  far  less  offensive. 

The  Papal  Bull  and  Cardinal  Wiseman's  pastoral 
letter  have  in  fact  given  greater  umbrage  to  the 
people  of  England  than  the  act  to  which  they  relate. 
Had  the  effect  that  they  would  produce  been  pointed 
out  by  an  English  Minister  to  the  Papal  Govern 
ment,  a  very  different  Bull  and  a  very  different 
letter  would  assuredly  have  been  promulgated. 

I  pass  from  the  consideration  of  what  might  have 
been  to  the  consideration  of  what  is. 

The  Queen  has  eight  millions  of  Roman  Catho- 
lic subjects,  whose  religious  feelings  are  as  sensitive 
as  our  own.  The  First  Minister  of  the  Crown  in 
announcing  his  determination  to  vindicate  the  Royal 
Supremacy  and  the  National  Independence,  has 
thought  fit  to  use  expressions  calculated  to  wound 
those  feelings.  Was  this  necessary — was  it  wise? 

He  has  at  the  same  time  excited  the  hopes  of 
those  who  desire  to  put  down  Popery  by  Act  of 
Parliament.  That  their  hopes  will  be  disappointed 
I  am  not  afraid  to  predict. 

Lord  John  Russell  will  not  find  the  difficulty  of 
governing  Ireland  lessened  by  his  letter  to  the 
Bishop  of  Durham. 

Within  the  last  few  years  religious  animosities 
have  gradually  subsided  in  Ireland  as  well  as  in 
England.  Men  of  different  communions  have  begun 
to  co-operate  in  improving  the  moral  and  social  con- 
dition of  the  people,  and  in  developing  the  resources 
of  the  country. 

This  harmony  will,  I  fear,  be  disturbed. 

The   angry  invectives,  the  bitter  revilings  with 
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which  the  doctrines  of  the  Church  of  Rome  have* 
been  assailed,  the  ribald  jests,  the  rnaskings  and  the 
mummings  with  which  its  observances  have  been 
mocked,  cannot  fail  to  provoke  the  resentment  of 
our  Roman  Catholic  fellow -subjects,  and  to  revive 
former  animosities. 

That  those  animosities  may  again  subside  is  my 
anxious  wish,  and  I  therefore  deprecate  the  enact- 
ment of  Penal  Laws,  which  would  only  serve  to 
strengthen  and  perpetuate  them. 


APPENDIX. 

Extract  from  the  Warrant  appointing  Commissioners  of 
Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests  in  Ireland,  dated  14th 
December,  1844. 

VICTORIA,  &c.,  To  the  most  Reverend  Father  in  God, 
our  Right  trusty  and  right  entirely  beloved  Cousin  and 
Councillor,  John  George,  Archbishop  of  Armagh  and 
Primate  of  all  Ireland ;  the  most  Reverend  Father  in  God, 
our  Right  trusty  and  right  entirely  beloved  Cousin  and 
Councillor,  Richard,  Archbishop  of  Dublin;  our  trusty 
and  well-beloved  the  Most  Reverend  Archbishop,  William 
Crolly,  and  the  Most  Reverend  Archbishop,  Daniel  Mur- 
ray; Our  Right  trusty  and  right  well-beloved  Cousin  and 
Councillor,  John  Hely,  Earl  of  Donoughmore,  Knight  of 
the  most  illustrious  order  of  St.  Patrick  ;  our  trusty  and 
well- beloved,  the  Right  Reverend  Bishop  Cornelius  Denvir ; 
our  trusty  and  well-beloved  Henry  Pakenham,  Master  of 
Arts,  Dean  of  our  Cathedral  Church  of  St.  Patrick's,  Dub- 
lin; our  Right  trusty  and  well-beloved  Councillors,  Sir 
Patrick  Bellew,  Baronet,  and  Anthony  Richard  Blake; 
and  our  trusty  and  well-beloved  Pooley  Shuldam  Henry, 
Doctor  in  Divinity,  Greeting. 
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